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Abstract:

Recently, the opportunity people must do an active movement has been decreased. But in this paper,

we hypothesize an operator’s activeness improves a cognitive performance and verify it in a visual searching task.

Moreover we study a relationship between this performance and Sense of Agency. The results show that the

activeness and Sense of Agency have effects to this performance.

1. Fif

kR % 7255 THOMEH S 2 BRI W T, W
THHEIZE > THHEWRT VG, L Ry
ta—~r AV F 72— ARFIIMLERARTH 5.
HETHHENCTVWATHOEFUCEE R 2 —~
A 2T 2= ADWMENEL ATONTEIZNR, 5
TIEMIZBET 2R OERIC LY, MO EBAPREESD
BEEFTHLERB LA VX 7 = — ADORFDAHE L 72
NoDhH%.

Fig. 1%, Blakemore & [1]2342" L 72 Comparator<€ 7 /L
EMEN LA ENRET LV TH S, EEHES D ER R

(motor system) (A2 &FIKFIZ, EEFEFOaE—T
H Bz LM 3 B —A3Forward Dynamic Model (Z A J] &
b, I, EIESNETINZGE DR DIRTEE
PR EH, WIZForward Output Model (2 K - T, &)
ARIC R DB ZRFERD TP SN D, BRI TN,
JET R (sensory system) 7> 5 f5% B AV FHEEE DR 7 4 —
Ry 7 I D., ZORBORESICE>TE
BYERE (g TH 2 nWEBMNR R 2 =2 hr—
NMLTND EWSEE) 2L TS,

.- i VR e e
.J..-:. E —
1=

b

el RTELE] | .
a 3 +
=Py m_'mT*r-.—‘-r-
L

Fig. 1 Comparator model

11 (S12010) 2010 12 23 ~25

FHORNCL D E, ZoBERBERKNA V27 x2—
ARFHZBWTEETHALZ LB > Tn5H. £ L
TZOREEERARKL, fEEiEE2 Lo 1TA%2 T DA
KEND@mEMEa e —|ZESWTELNEZD, fE
BITADOBICEEBMERENEEN S Z & TITAD TR
DRI NTND, LWHZ elbhrol., ZOZ &
Mo, ZORBREEN NOFRAFEICRE 72
WL EZ TWDLOTIHRWEB 2T, AfaThE
BIfTA &1L, B DARA~EERNIZIEELEMTT
E{EE1TH) Z L LERTD.

ARRFFETIE, A2 DEEBNITAZT 556 &, HiK
Lo TEAHESNIBMEICZEBNTHLGED, R
HUNZ DD DR EDORRNEZH LM THZ & &2 HIY
LT 5.

FRIZAR T,

1) HEEMMEDSRRENGE I & 1A LS5 &9 LA T

T, TNEREET D

2) BEERRKRLRBMENOBBRETND

ZEEEMEL, UTOEREITY.

2. B

BOEREE (O: T4 A7 LA) WIZhdZ—4 v bk

(@ : RWEFE) 29 —F 74~ (@ : HEAWIES
B) & FAWTIERT D, &0 ) B IRRREZ £ 1,
FEr 2 TiTo72 (Fig.2) .

Fig. 3 IZARFEROEHI O 2 A A — VTR L.
WMFETaL IR —F%ED, T4 AT LA OHRIZH

SY0016/10/0000 - 0410 © 2010 SICE



DIEHEMNL 2 K OIS - pE 1L, v—F 74 D
HiCH =7y bEFERLESAEICaY ha—F 0%k
Fich Ry BT, RBERREIL, AMErL0
TN & B/ NRIZIN 2 D 1= DS 72T s L=, v
v = — % OEEIEHE 170[mm]AE 230[mm], % —% v b
13—30 24[mm)DEFHE, —F T A ME—id 48[mm]
DIEFKE L, V—FFA Fid 45[mm/s] TEZ> L7z,

Fig. 2 Schematic view of screen

P ¢
I:%:g
o
—_— .

ne

&
dzbect

atart SMEMEC auzk

Fig.3 Time line of experiment

2.1. FlEEER

EBr 1, EBR2C, V—F T4 hOHIZF—F
FAHEBLL T HEBRE N ENE RO 5 F Tl
MBI (1) IZOWTiEmd D8, ¥—7 >
FEFER L THOARZ 24 £ TS0 5
(t2) IZBUAEAZEERNT HILERDD. £
D= IR E LT, FRIIZZNEZRELE.

B =7y NEROBNTALEILT X LR
THE S, FEIZBWTHBRENRR Y 2T FE T

WD ZIE LT, g 40 BFfT - 7.
22. EE&A1

REENMESRENRE ) & 1) B S H D & O G DO FRGE.
221, ERE

FRE TR 72 10R~50 RO FB L 84 2 prE & L
. =0y NeBRETAV—F T 14 bo#Ehx %, L
To2 o205 M4E L.
® Active : I B —TDVaAf AT 4 v T kR
HINHL TEIELY—F T4 @

Passive : T A[REZRRKICI > Ta v BEa—42 N

HEICH—F7 A F&xd@ind
222, EBRTFIA

WMOIZ, ar hue—7OEEICENSE L7200+

-411-

O3 TR RE [ A R I 5 2 Tz

D%, BOWERENZH I —F 74 bbb 704
LNINIEICHND X —7 > hE RO, BIEIZ=a Y b
00— DAY EHTENWIEEEIT-TZ. Z0—if
DOFNEIBOZ A7 Lk, 20BDX X7 Tl v b
L L7-. ZDOF v k& Active, PassiveD a4 HIZ2
Ty b (40X R7) T0, FHEOF A T{ToTC.
KETC, ¥—F v FBRHBE L TOOHEBREN R X v
P ToRE (3) ZME L.
223, FEBRER

R 8 NRBOKLEM F CORIGRMEZR2TE &
DI HE%E Fig. 412, #8EFE 1 ~8NOKEMHETFT
D OGO Bl % Fig. 51277, Ttz
WD ROBREER &0, BIERSSR (8) 226 T EBRON
ERER (12) Z8IWTROIZEHERE (1) oZ & Th
5. ARTIE, ZOMRIGKRMZRMEE N OEE L T 5.

* %
T T

- -
— —

25

20

N
r)

assive

R IG8FR [ms)

0

EaS|
Fig. 4 Comparison of reaction time between active and passive movement

*k

[ I S

25 1
active passive

20
T | | |
£ 15
e
i
e

10 H —_ - — | =
=3

5 | [ | [ | | [ | [ | [ | |

0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

HERE

Fig. 5 Comparison of reaction time within experimental subject between active
and passive movement
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Fig. 6 Relationship between reaction time and time delay
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Fig. 7 Relationship between Sense of Agency and time delay
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